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REMARKS 

The above referenced application has been reviewed in light of the Office Action 
mailed August 9, 2007. By the present amendment, Applicant has amended the paragraph 
starting on page 7, line 13 and ending on page 8, line 1, as well as the paragraph on page 8, lines 
2-9 in the specification to discuss in general terms the features in new claims 20-25. 
Amendments to the paragraphs and to the claims do not introduce new subject matter. 

In the Office Action, the drawings were objected to because the numbers and lines 
needed to be made more legible. Replacement sheets have been submitted for Figures 1-14 to 
make the numbers and lines more legible. 

Claims 1-6, 10-16 and 19 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over U.S. Patent No. 5,797,961 to Smith et al. (hereinafter, Smith). Independent 
claims 1 and 12 have been canceled by this amendment. With respect to new independent claim 
20, this claim recites, inter-alia , a "needle end including a first distinct set of at least three 
generally concave intersecting surfaces extending between the needle tip and the main shaft, the 
needle tip including a second distinct set of at least three generally concave intersecting surfaces 
extending between the needle point and the needle end to intersect the first set of concave 
surfaces of the needle end". This feature is depicted in FIG. 3 of the drawings reproduced 
hereinbelow where the first set incorporates intersecting surfaces 26 and the second set 
incorporates intersecting surfaces 30 which are distal of the first set. The various intersecting 
surfaces may define a plurality of cutting edges which would enhance the cutting or incising 
capabilities of the needle. In one embodiment, each set includes four surfaces which may be 
concave or non-linear in configuration. 
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In contrast, Smith '961 fails to teach or suggest first and second distinct sets of 
concave surfaces. Rather, each of the embodiments of Smith '961 discloses a single set of sides 
60, 315, 370, 415, 470 which extend continuously from piercing tip 30. There is no second set 
of at least three concave surfaces distal or proximal of the sides 60, 315, 370, 415, 470. 

With regard to new independent claim 23, this claim requires "a first distinct set 
of at least three non-linear intersecting surfaces distally extending from the main shaft and a 
second distinct set of at least three non-linear intersecting surfaces contiguous with the first set of 
at least three non-linear intersecting surfaces and extending distally therefrom to an extreme 
distal needle point". This recited feature provides two different sets of non-linear intersecting 
surfaces displaced along the axis of the needle. As indicated hereinabove, Smith '961 is devoid 
of this feature. 

Accordingly, in view of the foregoing withdrawal of this rejection is respectfully 

requested. 
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Claim 7 stands rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) over Smith in view of U.S. 
Patent No. 5,403,344 to Allen (hereinafter, Allen). Claim 7 ultimately depends from 
independent claim 20, and, is believed to be patentable for at least the reason independent claim 
20 is patentable as discussed hereinabove. Accordingly, withdrawal of this rejection is 
respectfully requested. 

Claims 8-9 and 17-18 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) over Smith in view 
of U.S. Patent No. 5,002,565 to McGregor (hereinafter, McGregor). Claims 8-9 and 17-18 
ultimately depend from respective independent claims 20 and 23, and, are believed to be 
patentable for at least the reasons these claims are patentable as discussed hereinabove. 
Accordingly, withdrawal of this rejection is respectfully requested. 
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In view of the foregoing amendments and remarks, Applicant submits that all of 



the claims are in proper format and are patentably distinct from the prior art of record and are in 
condition for allowance. The Examiner is invited to contact the undersigned at the telephone 
number listed below with any questions concerning this application. 



Carter, DeLuca, Farrell & Schmidt, LLP 
445 Broad Hollow Road - Suite 225 
Melville, New York 11747 
Tel.: (631) 501-5703 
Fax: (631)501-3526 



Respectfully submitted, 




Joseph W. Schmidt 
Reg. No.: 36,920 
Attorney for Applicant(s) 
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